DEQ 2021 319 Application Form

General Information

Project Name Lolcl Creek Stream REStEJI"EI(EIEm

Sponsor Name Lolo Watershed Gl_'oup

Registered with the Secretary of State? Registered with SAM? :

ouns § (079251276 Does your organization have liability insurance? :
uns —
Heather Brighton | Travis Ross
Primary Contact -———-——E-—— PIE—— Signatory T N
I Watershed Coordinator/Contractor Title President of Lolo Watershed Group

Title — —_—- -

P.0. Box 1354 Address 301 W. Alder
Address e - o o

~ Lolo m Zip Code 59 i ' State [MT Zip Code 59802

City Srate - ip Code 59847 City Missoula - )

Phone Number 1408) peviadbioiad Phone Number (406) 258-4964

_ heather@lolowatershed.org Email Address travis@missoulacounty.us
Email Address .

Signature W’Lﬂ%ﬁw Signature %M} “/ 47

Technical and Administrative Qualifications

he Lolo Watershed Group (LWG) is comprised of volunteer board members each of whom bring a unique skill set to the work of
he organization. In addition to the board of directors, the LWG has an advisory board, whose members supplement the
knowledge of the board of directors with various technical and scientific expertise. This past August, LWG hired Heather Brighton as
heir new coordinator. Heather formaly worked for Trout Unlimited as a project manager and has successfully applied for and
managed DEQ 319 grants for the Ninemile and Bitterroot watersheds.
Please see Attachment A for a list of board members and advisory board members as well as their current professions and roles
ithin the conservation and natural resource fields.

Past Projects

_ Grant or Funding Entity (entity name/program, contact
Project Name Contract Amount person, phone, email) Completion Date

Department of Environmental Quality, 319 grant, Eric Ongoing

$ 40,000.00

Lolo Watershed Capacity

Department of Natural Resources and Conservation, Ongoing
atershed Management Grant, Jorri Dyer.

$ 28,000.00

Riparian Vegetation
Restoration at John Creek

Montana Watershed Coordination Council, Terri Nichols

ompleted November 3,
2020

$ 7,400.00

Page 1




Budget Summary*

Other Federal Non-Federal Fu?\il?ng Total
Funding Match Match Request Cost
Education and Outreach $0 S0 $1,500 $ 3,000 $ 4,500
Project Administration S0 S0 S 500 S 3,090 S$ 3,590
Total S0 S0 $2,000 $ 6,090 $ 8,090
Project 1 Name|Lolo Creek Stream Restoration
Project Planning SO SO $ 2,000 SO $ 2,000
. Landowner Agreements, O & M SO S 500 $ 900 SO $ 1,400
g Project Implementation SO SO $ 125,000 $ 170,000 $ 295,000
. Other Activities SO SO SO SO SO
Project Effectiveness Monitoring SO SO SO S 800 $ 800
Total ;Y0 $500 $127,900 $170,800 $299,200
Project 2 Name
Project Planning SO
~ Landowner Agreements, O & M S0
'§- Project Implementation S0
) Other Activities S0
Project Effectiveness Monitoring S0
Total $0 S0 SO S0 S0
Project 3 Name
Project Planning SO
- Landowner Agreements, O & M S0
-g. Project Implementation S0
* Other Activities SO
Project Effectiveness Monitoring S0
Total S0 S0 S0 SO0 SO
Total SO $177,390 $129,900 $176,890 $307,290

*Fields outlined in black on this page will auto-populate from other sections of the application form. Fields outlined in red on this
page will not auto-populate. You must manually transfer the information for fields outlined in red.
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Education and Outreach

DEQ recognizes that developing good projects often requires a considerable amount of time and effort up front to build
relationships and trust with individual landowners and stakeholder groups. To promote the development of future projects, DEQ
is encouraging project sponsors to use up to $5,000 in 319 funding for education and outreach to develop and capitalize on these
critical relationships. DEQ encourages applicants to incorporate on-the-ground projects into education and outreach efforts
through on-site demonstrations and project tours. 319 funding may not be used to pay for food and beverages, or for
honorariums and gifts. Education and outreach activities funded by 319 or used as match for 319 funding must adhere to all of
the eligibility requirements outlined in the annual Call for Applications document.

Education and Outreach Deliverables (/dentify the education and outreach activities you will engage in and methods you will use
to document their completion.)

The location and type of project lends itself to many opportunities for education outreach. The project is close to
highway 12 which may attract curious attention and Marie Anne is open to people visiting the property. Part of the
impitus behind the project was to use it as a demonstration site and provide stakeholders insight into the process of
restoration work in cooperation with LWG and landowner. Marie Anne has said she would would encourage her
neighbors to consider restoring their section of Lolo Creek and we hope that type of advocacy increases the potential
for future restoration projects.

LWG plans to host (8) educational events at the site for over 2 years to promote the need for restoration and sound
land mangement practices in the watershed. Volunteer opportunities will involve seeding, planting and willow
collection. Deliverables for these activities will include photos of events, sign in sheets, any social media adverstising of
the events and a record of time and materials allocated.

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
$ 1,500
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
$ 3,000 $1,500 ] $ 4,500
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source DNRC Watershed Management Grant Secured ]
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding
required to complete a task.
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Project Administration

Project administration includes book keeping, invoicing, interim/annual/final report preparation, office supplies, rent,
communications, etc. Up to 10% of the total requested 319 funds for your entire application can be used to pay for project
administration. However, like all other tasks, payment is by reimbursement for actual expenses incurred.

Project Administration Deliverables (Include interim/mid-year, annual, and final reports, as well as invoicing and office

necessities.)

Funds for this task will be spent directly on producing interim/mid-year, annual and final reports. Additional funds will
g0 to project budget reconciliation and invoicing. Matching funds will come from a DNRC Capacity grant awarded this

year.
State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
$ 500
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
$3,090—— $500—— — $3,590
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source DNRC Watershed Managment Grant Secured ]
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured
Secured

Match Source

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding

required to complete a task.
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Project Form

A separate Project Form (including providing separate attachments) must be submitted for each project included in your
application. Use the following examples to help determine when to lump and when to split projects. For additional assistance,
contact Mark Ockey at mockey@mt.gov.

Splitting Examples (fill out multiple Project Forms)

e  Stream restoration work occurring on two separate streams, on parcels owned by two separate individuals
e Two projects with significantly different sets of project partners

e Two projects that address substantially different pollution sources (e.g., one project that moves a corral off of a stream, and
another to remove mine tailings, with both projects being on the same 800-acre recreational property)

Lumping Examples

e  Contiguous stream restoration work spanning multiple land parcels

e 3 projects that address similar sources of pollution on a single land parcel (e.g., moving a corral off a stream, implementing
a grazing management plan, and relocating a manure storage facility out of the floodplain, all on the same ranch)

e A mini-grant program designed to address numerous failing septic systems scattered throughout a watershed
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Project Name Lolo Creek Restoration

Project Location

Latitude 46.75265 Longitude -114.23374

Latitude Longitude

Latitude Longitude

12-digit HUC(s) # MT76H005_012

[]| Project site map attached, showing the location of all proposed on-the-ground restoration

Project Planning and Purpose

Select the Watershed Restoration Plan that your project will help implement.

Lolo Creek - Lolo Watershed Group

Y v Letter of support from author entity attached? (if no, explain why below.)

Waterbody name from the 2018 List of Impaired Waters Lolo Creek, Sheldon Creek to Mormon Creek

Probable causes of impairment to be addressed Sediment/Siltation

Waterbody name from the 2018 List of Impaired Waters

Probable causes of impairment to be addressed

or*

Name of healthy waterbody to be protected

Description of identified threat to non-impairment status

Name of healthy waterbody to be protected

Description of identified threat to non-impairment status

*While the majority of the available 319 project funding is dedicated to addressing known impairments, EPA is allowing states to
use a limited amount of funding to protect non-impaired waters (healthy waters) from becoming impaired.
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Community Participation and Support

Letter of
Support
Landowner Contributions to Project Attached?
Marie Anne Zens Landowner, material contributions (large woody debris, native plant
transplants, rock) signed grazing plan [
Letter of
Support
Partner Role Attached?
Ladd Knotek Fisheries biologist with FWP
Ladd will provide supervision and advice regarding protecting the fishery
[l
Michael lvanoff IMontana Department of Transportation
IMichael will collaborate with us as needed and as the project grows to O
address issues with the road and bridge along the Zens property.
Jed Whiteley IClark Fork Coalition
ed is an advisory board member of LWG, and Clark Fork Coalition have
been long time partners and collaborators with us as we plan and execute O
restoration projects
Traci Sylte Lolo National Forest
Traci is the hydrologist for the Lolo National Forest and an advisory board
member LWG. []

Other Community/Stakeholder Support

[The upstream neighbors of the Zens property are Scott and Marie Ozum who own OZ ranch. They wish to be good
neighbors and advocates for Lolo Creek. Their restoration consultant, Greg Kennet has been representing them in
matters involving the ranch. Greg Kennet has recieved the draft project design drawings and walked through the
project site with LWG board members. They are willing to work with LWG and Marie Anne Zens if further design needs
include their property.

Page 7



Project Description

Describe the nature and extent of the nonpoint source problem you are trying to address, the root causes of the problem, and
your proposed solution.

Lolo Creek is a tributary of the Bitterroot river and is listed as an impaired waterbody on the EPA's 303(d) list, for
sediment. A TMDL implementation evaluation was written for Lolo Creek in 2003, and 2012 and Montana Department
of Environmental Quality (MTDEQ) approved the Lolo Creek Watershed Restoration Plan in 2013. This project is located
in the middle Lolo Creek TMDL planning area where DEQ identified agriculture and grazing as nonpoint sources of
sediment pollution (MTDEQ 2011). The attachment () map shows grazing and agriculture use along streambanks are
most concentrated on the Zens property and the Potomac Corporation property, (also known as the OZ ranch)
upstream. The location and willing landowner on this project provide a rare opportunity to address sediment polution
on this section of stream and open doors for potential projects upstream.

The Zens property includes approximately 3,330 feet of Lolo Creek, and the upper 250 feet flow along Highway 12 and
is stabilized by rip-rap. Primary impairments to this section of stream include: channel confinement with riprap,
channel straightening, channel over-widening, eroding stream banks and loss of stream cover. Attempts have been
made to correct these problems and in 2003, streambank stabilization treatments, including log and rock vanes and
rootwad revetments, were installed along sections of the streambank to reduce the accelerated lateral erosion. These
treatments have since eroded out and the bank is poorly vegetated and continues to actively erode.

The goal for restoration at the Zens property is to reduce sediment delivery to Lolo Creek. To accomplish this we would
propose to 1) Construct channel meanders to increase channel diversity and activate more floodplain area, 2) Construct
side channel and floodplain feeder channels to increase floodplain diversity and wetlands, 3) Remove berm along
streambank to reactivate floodplain, 4) Realign the channel away from the eroding streambank at the downstream end
of the property, 5) Preserve existing and increase floodplain and riparian areas. 6) Protect riparian buffer with a grazing

plan.
These restoration activities will not only reduce sediment and increase habitat availability, but increase water storage

capacity for dry months. This project will also serve as model for future projects on Lolo Creek. The plan is to expand
this current project upstream to the OZ ranch and gain the trust of multiple landowners and ranch managers to
consider similar projects. We will be able to use this restored site as an outreach opportunity for ranchers and
landowners to better communicate the behavior of Lolo Creek. We can address how management of their land can
directly impact the health of the creek and that there are programs (like ours) to help out.

Is this project a continuation of a previous project? If so, please explain the connection.

NO
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Tasks and Budget

DEQ uses a standard template to develop scopes of work for 319 contracts. The tasks below match up with DEQ standard scope of
work template. Some tasks might not be applicable to your project. Please leave the non-applicable tasks blank. If your project
doesn't fit the task outline, use the task labeled "Other" to describe your project.

Task 1 - Project Planning Deliverables (Include such things as completing project designs, conducting site evaluations,
obtaining permits, organizing volunteers, conducting scoping meetings, etc. Identify specific deliverables that will be submitted.)

LWG received 319 grant funds this year to comission the design portion of the project. LWG hired Geum Environmental
Consulting to fulfill some requirements of the contract which include: Preparing a final project design, prepare a
construction plan set, sediment loading analysis, wetland delineation, permit preparation, no rise certification and
as-built report.

At this time we have a preliminary project design and budget - the consultant is currently working on completing the
other deliverables.

LWG has already conducted several landowner walk throughs and contacted the upstream owners of the OZ ranch to
prepare and inform them of the potential project work downstream. The Ozums are interested in the project and
brought a consultant Greg Kennet to one of the walk-throughs. We will be in contact with them throughout the project.
LWG will file the permits and organize volunteers for group events. Deliverables will include copies of the permit,
meeting sign-in sheets, photos and copies of the above mentioned project design and analysis work.

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
$ 2,000
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
$2,000 — $ 2,000
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source DNRC Watershed Management Grant Secured
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding
required to complete a task.

Page 9



Landowner Agreements, Operation and Maintenance

This task only applies to projects involving on-the-ground activities. DEQ periodically evaluates the effectiveness of each on-the-
ground project. To accomplish this, DEQ requires a process be in place to allow periodic access to the project site. The landowner
agreement should also specify the roles of each project partner in the design, implementation and continued operation of on-the-
ground pollution prevention practices. DEQ does not require the use of a specific landowner agreement template. In some
situations, existing agreements between the project sponsor and the landowner may be sufficient.

Task 2 - Landowner Agreements, Operation and Maintenance Deliverables (Include such things as landowner/sponsor
communication, and draft and final agreements.

Marie Anne Zen has agreed to sign a grazing agreement to keep her livestock off the newly restored riparian pasture.
We will consult with the Ranching for Rivers program to draft an agreement for her riparian pasture area. State cash
match will come from a DNRC watershed capacity grant.

LWG will draft a project agreement clearly stating the roles of the project partners. This will include language that
allows periodic access to the project site among other DEQ requirements. LWG will ensure a signed final agreement is
in place before breaking ground on her land.

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
$ 400 $ 500
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
— ] $S90 S 500 ] $ 1,400
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source Ranching for Rivers Secured
Match Source DNRC Watershed Management Grant Secured 0]
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding

required to complete a task.
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Project Implementation

Task 3 - Project Implementation Deliverables (Include such things as construction oversight, implementation of on-the-
ground restoration practices, preparation and submittal of as-built drawings, etc.)

LWG will prepare for project implementation and hire an independent contractor using procurement guidelines to
produce the following deliverables:

1) Construct 5 channel meanders 2) Re-align and shape 2,400 linear feet of channel 3) Install 5 large woody debris areas
4) Construct 1,348 linear feet of side channel 5) Install 3 beaver analog structures 6) Revegetate 2,400 linear feet of
stream bank 7) Plant native plant species over 7 acres of floodplain and wetland 8) Seed 7 acres of floodplain and
wetland 9) Increase 1 acre wetland area through grading treatments 10) Increase 6 acres of floodplain through grading
treatments 11) Activate 3,750 linear feet of channel meanders through grading treatments

12) As-built

13)Grazing agreement

IAmy Sacry and John Mubhlfield will share oversite of implementation and complete the as-built drawings.

LWG with assistance from Ranching for Rivers program will help produce grazing agreement for landowner.

It should be noted that this project can be scaled.

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
$ 110,000 $ 15,000
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
$ 170,00 $ 125,00 — $ 295,000
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source  State Match DNRC Renewable Resource Grant Secured
Match Source  In-Kind landowner materials contribution Secured
Match Source  In-Kind Volunteer days (4) Secured
Match Source Secured

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding
required to complete a task.
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Other Activities

Use this task if the activities you are proposing are outside the scope of the typical design/implement/monitor process. Provide
sufficient details to enable application reviewers to successfully compare the nonpoint source pollution reduction benefits of
your project to those of other projects in the applicant pool.

Task 4 - Project Deliverables (Include activities you will complete and the products you will submit to demonstrate
completion.)

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
S0 —
Total
Non-Federal
Match
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured
Match Source Secured

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as
match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding
required to complete a task.
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Project Effectiveness Monitoring
The short duration (1-3 years) and limited spatial extent (often just a few hundred yards) of most 319-funded projects frequently
precludes the use of traditional water chemistry monitoring as a means of evaluating project effectiveness. Instead, DEQ
encourages project sponsors to use simpler, more qualitative tools. Typically, this will include pre- and post-construction photo
point monitoring, vegetation mortality measurements, and perhaps modeling to estimate pollution load reductions. Please

contact one of the DEQ Nonpoint Source Program staff for guidance relative to your specific project.

Task 5 - Project Effectiveness Monitoring Deliverables (Identify the specific tools and products you will use to evaluate and

demonstrate the effectiveness of your project in reducing nonpoint source pollution.)

be conducted.

To gauge the effectiveness of the restoration project, LWG will provide pre and post implementation photo and GPS
photo points to replicate in the future if needed. A measure of plant survival rates can be captured in the form of
percent cover data analysis or individual plant counts. In addition, a post implementation sediment load analysis will

State Local In-Kind
Cash Match Cash Match Match
Total
319 Funding Federal Other Planning
Request Match Funding* Cost
$ 800 $0 $ 800
Total
Non-Federal
Match

Match Source

Match Source

Match Source

Match Source

*Use this space to record any funding that will be used to support creation of the task deliverables, but will not be reported as

Secured

Secured

Secured

Secured

match. The purpose of this information is to give application reviewers a clearer understanding of the total amount of funding

required to complete a task.
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Water Quality Benefits and Sustainability

Explain why the project is an appropriate next step for making progress towards removing a pollutant/waterbody combination
from Montana's 2018 Impaired Waters List or preventing a healthy waterbody from becoming impaired?

There has already been a great amount of funding invested upstream to decommission roads and replace culverts in
upper Lolo creek. It should be noted that most of this work has been accomplished on public land. This project is a rare
opportunity to addresses sediment delivery on private land in middle Lolo Creek and meets a Lolo Creek WRP goal," to
work with private landowners to stabilize streambank erosion with natural methods while abating impacts of
agriculture." LCWRP(p.76) This project also addresses specific impairment causes such as lack of vegetation and activley
eroding streambanks and habitat alterations.

Will your project address a major local source of nonpoint source pollution? Explain.

This project directly addresses the high levels of sediment in Lolo creek by re-grading and re-aligning the stream
channel away from activly eroding streambanks and revegetating 2,400 linear feet of streambank. The re-aligned
stream channel will also dissapaite flows preventing further sedimentation downstream during high runnoff.

Describe the long-term, sustainable benefits your project will have on water quality.

In the long-term, this project will reduce sediment levels and lower stream temperature. The project will remove activly
eroding streambanks from Lolo creek while realigning the creek to better access the floodplain and associated side
channels. This work will allow Lolo creek to dissapate high flow energy alleviating scour, erosion and subsequent
sedemintation. The topography of the restored site should allow for natural processes to occur in a sustainable manner
perpetuating healthier and more complex habitat. The revegetation efforts will provide greater shade and cover
lowering stream temperatures while root establishment will prevent excessive erosion.

Explain how your project will promote self-maintaining natural, ecological, and social processes that protect water quality.

Much of the restoration design focuses on passive restoration with the long-term goal of creating a self-sustaining
ecological process more characteristic of a healthy stream. By making subtle changes to the topography of the stream
channel and floodplain, Lolo creek has room to meander naturally. Over time, upstream seed sources will bring new
growth in the riparian areas, accumulated log debris will roughen the channel and substrate will drop out and form new
sandbars and pools.

The LWG will promote the project as a demonstration site - a model of what can be done on private land with
landowner cooperation. It is hoped that more sites like these can be implemented on Lolo Creek as more education and
community trust are built. All of this will slowly have an impact on water quality over time.
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Nonpoint Source Goals and Success Metrics

Nonpoint source pollution goal Action that will be taken to reach the goal Metric used to measure success
Reduce sedimentation and |Re—a|ign and shape 2,400 linear feet of IPre and post implementation sediment
siltation in Lolo Creek. channel away from eroding streambanks.  [and vegetation analysis.
|Plant 2,400 linear feet of native trees and
shrubs.

Seed/plant 7 acres of native plant species.
Reduce stream velocities by re-connecting
the stream channel to the floodplain and
side channels.
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Project Education and Outreach

Describe the educational benefits of your project. Will the project inspire additional nonpoint source
pollution prevention work within the watershed?

This project will help meet the educational goal of the WRP to "increase public awareness and knowledge of impacts of
human activities on the watershed".(Table 6.1, pg 63) The Zen's restoration project will be the first of it's kind in the
\watershed and will serve as a model in the community representing the potential work of LWG and landowners. Site
visits and volunteer events will focus on non-point source pollution, stream health and habitat. These events will also
provide guidance and resources to landowners interested in restoration on Lolo creek.

Bigger Picture Benefits

Describe your project's benefits to each of the items below. If there are no associated benefits, type "NA" for "not applicable".

Benefit to additional natural resources (e.g. native fisheries, threatened and endangered species, wetlands, etc).

This project benefits native fisheries such as native Westslope cutthroat and bull trout that are significantly impacted
by sediment. Both species, particularly bull trout, are sensitive to high sediment loads. LWG has a letter of support from
Ladd Knotek with MT Fish Wildlife and parks wildlife who supports any project work that reduces sediment into Lolo
Creek. Adding meanders and pools improves form and function of Lolo creek and installing large woody debris
structures increases habitat complexity. Beaver dam analog structures installed in the side channels will expand
suitable habitat The established riparian buffer and wetland enhancement in the lower section of creek will also create
habitat for fish, birds and other wildlife

Addressing climate resiliency and hazard mitigation.

Impacts of climate change to the Lolo watershed include greater extremes in weather, large wildfires, low snowpack
and runnoff events that result in flooding. This project addresses potential flood events by re-connecting Lolo creek
with a larger floodplain area and building side channels. In years of low snow pack, these same areas will increase Lolo
creek's natural groundwater storage capacity benefiting the riparian buffer and preventing much of that water from
being diverted.

Provides direct public recreational access or aesthetic benefit.

This portion of Lolo Creek is on private property however it is visible from highway 12 and therefore may provide an
Qesthetic benefit.
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Reduces pollutant loading above a permitted point source in a manner that could contribute to future economic benefit for a
downstream Montana community.

There are currently no permitted point sources in the Lolo Watershed, and the WRP authored by LWG only identified
nonpoint sources as the cause of Lolo Creek's sediment impairment. Because the impairment is from nonpoint sources,

and there are no point source discharges the creek, we cannot draw a relationship between the two in the Lolo
\Watershed.

Directly helps protect a drinking water source.

The Montana Bureau of Mines and Geology is finishing a three year study in which the relationship between Lolo
Creek's surface water and the underlying aquifer has been extensively analyzed . Data in preliminary reports find a

correlation between surface and groundwater. Improving stream health by removing excess sediment may benefit
drinking water.

Benefit to socially disadvantaged populations.

Any attempt to improve water quailty will benefit socially disadvanted populations downstream. Education outreach
about erosion prevention and its effects may also indirectly impact socially disadvantaged populations.

Additional Attachments

Attach additional items that could help reviewers better understand your project. Iltems could include site photos, design

drawings, site evaluations, permits, etc. Please be conscious of reviewers' time, as they may not have time to read lengthy studies
and reports. List all additional attachments below.

[ ]| Draft Design and Construction Plan

Project Implementation Budget

U
[]| Letters of Support
U

Streambank use map
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Appendix

Letters of Support
Preliminary Design
Preliminary Budget

Maps



October 18, 2019

TO: Kascie Herron
Lolo Watershed Group
P.0. Box 1354
Lolo, MT 59847

FROM: Marie Ann Zens Kimerly
17155 Lolo Creek Road
Lolo, MT 59847

RE: Letter of Support for Reducing Sediment and Promoting a Healthy Lolo Creek

[ am a landowner on approximately 3,300 feet of Lolo Creek. 1would like to
support improvements to water quality, fisheries habitat, riparian condition and
stream channel stability on this reach of Lolo Creek. Conserving fish and wildlife
habitat is important to my land management.

The Lolo Creek Sediment Reduction Project led by Lolo Watershed Group (LWG) is
proposing restoration along the entirety of Lolo Creek through my property, butin a
phased approach. This specific project aims to prioritize the lower stretch of creek,
by allowing for natural floodplain reconnection and channel meandering that
historically moved freely during high and low water events. This project would
reduce fine sediments, increase connectivity, enhance aquatic habitat and increase
ecological function of the riparian and floodplain corridor. I support this project and
will coordinate with LWG, DEQ, Fish Wildlife and Parks, and contractors on granting
permission for access to the site.

Thank you,

Mar o Jine K oininty

Marie Ann Zens Kimerly



CLARK FORK

PO Box 7593
Missoula, MT 59807

T: 406.542.0539
F: 406.542.5632

www.clarkfork.org

RE: Letter of support for the Lolo Watershed Group DEQ 319 Nonpoint
Source Fall 2020 funding application

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing on behalf of the Clark Fork Coalition in support of the Lolo
Watershed Group's application for 319 nonpoint source funding to
design and implement projects along the creek to address the negative
impacts of sediment on the creek.

The Lolo Watershed Group has been active in the community for nearly
15 years, implementing various planting projects each year for the past
five years on private property. The proposed larger scale channel
restoration project will be a positive step forward for Lolo Creek and
the LWG in their mission to restore and protect the watershed.

In addition to implementing projects, the LWG has conducted extensive
outreach to the local community, including agency partners like the
Forest Service, as well as private landowners along the creek. They have
proven themselves to be a reliable partner, and an organization that
accomplishes quite a lot with very few resources.

As an advisory board member for the LWG and PM for the Clark Fork
Coalition, I support their application for 319 funding to continue
addressing nonpoint sources of pollution into Lolo Creek, and
implementing projects that improve water quality.

Sincerely,

Jed White
Project Manager, Clark Fork Coalition


http://www.clarkfork.org/

USDA United States Forest Lolo National Forest Building 24, Fort Missoula
ﬁ Department of Service Missoula, MT 59804-7297
Agriculture 406 329-3750

November 9th, 2020

Hanna Reidl

Water Quality Planning Bureau
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 200901

Helena, MT 59620-0901

Dear Ms. Reidl,

| am writing in support of the Lolo Watershed Group's application for 2020 319 nonpoint source
funding for implementation of their Lolo Creek Sedimentation Reduction Project on the Zen
ranch. The Lolo Watershed Group has been active in the community for nearly 15 years. Over
the past five years, their restoration focus has centered on successfully implementing various
riparian and post-fire planting projects on private property. The shift in focus to this larger scale
channel restoration project will be a positive step forward for Lolo Creek and a full realization of
LWG’s mission to restore and protect the watershed.

In addition to implementing projects, the LWG has conducted extensive outreach to the local
community, including agency partners like the Forest Service, as well as private landowners
along the creek. They have proven themselves to be a reliable partner, and an organization that
accomplishes quite a lot with very few resources.

Lolo Creek is classified as impaired due to sedimentation. The Lolo Creek Watershed
Restoration Plan focuses on opportunities for improving cold-water fisheries, habitat for aquatic
life, and the reduction of sedimentation. The Lolo Creek Sediment Reduction Project proposes
restoration of 3300° of Lolo Creek through the Zen ranch; a ranch that has been in the same
family for three generations. This project is broken up into three phases, with the first phase
prioritizing the lower stretch of the creek. The goals of this phase are to allow for natural
floodplain reconnection, restore channel form by increasing meandering, and narrowing the
channel to a more natural width/depth ratio. This project would reduce fine sediments, increase
connectivity, enhance aquatic habitat and increase ecological function of the riparian and
floodplain corridor.

The main stem of Lolo Creek has been significantly modified but traditionally supported high
water quality and a great fishery. The proposed project is one major opportunity to restore more
natural stream, riparian, and wetland function to a significant reach by partnering with a private
landowner. Partnerships with private landowners are elusive and often beyond the scope of work
that can be pursued by agencies such as the Forest Service, yet they often provide great benefit to
the resource and the community. If this project is implemented successfully, it may generate
other, similar opportunities on adjacent properties. In that context, it is a significant opportunity
that warrants strong consideration for funding.
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As a proponent of Lolo Creek restoration and a steward of Western Montana’s waters, I give my
full support for Lolo Watershed Group’s Lolo Creek Sediment Reduction Project, Phase 1.
